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DON’T BE CONNED: 



by MIKE LOBB 

ASK YOURSELF, has the Establishment made a mug out of 
you? Are you now SO fed up with hearing about the ‘Common 
Market’ that you just switch off mentally whenever the subject 
of Europe is mentioned? 

If that is the case then they’ve really pulled the wool over 
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by MIKE LOBB 


ASK YOURSELF, has the Establishment made a mug out of 
you? Are you now SO fed up with hearing about the ‘Common 
Market’ that you just switch off mentally whenever the subject 
of Europe is mentioned? 

If that is the case then they’ve really pulled the wool over 


your eyes! You’ve been conned! 
you sick of hearing about the 
mistake about it. They’ve made 

They want you to be bored and 
baffled and so stupefied by waffle 
that you don’t bother to vote. 
After all the Establishment would 
be out of business, once people 
woke up to the sly betrayal of 
Britain that has been going on over 
the years. And the referendum could 
wake people up! 

Why do you think that all the 
“Experts” are in favour of Europe? 
Why is it that Big Business, the 
international banks and the multi¬ 
national companies are in favour? 
Why is it that most parliamentary 
politicians want Britain to stay 
trapped in Europe? Why is it that 
the T.V., Radio and daily news¬ 
papers are so biased in favour of 
“European Unity”? 

The answer is that Big Business, 
Parliament and the Media are all 
aspects of the same System. 


PROPAGANDA 

Big Business interests pressured 
for Britain to be taken into Europe 
and they mounted a slick ‘public 
relations’ propaganda campaign to 


If they’ve succeeded in making 
Referendum, then there’s no 
a fool out of you. 
parties, and they appoint their own 
cronies. The daily newspapers live 
by the commercial advertising of 
big business and government 
agencies, so editors and staff can be 
considered the System’s tame 
scribblers. The Media can be relied 
upon to play up every shallow- 
minded piece of trivia it can find, 
whilst at the same time running 
down British national individuality, 
pride and identity. T.V. pundits 
and newspaper opinion-mongers like 
to be trendy and fashionable. They 
have a high opinion of themselves 
but find it smart to denigrate 
Britain. That’s why they cannot be 
trusted to give anything like ‘fair’ 
coverage to the Europe issue. 

Once you look behind the facade, 
and learn to ignore the drone of 
chatterbox Media hacks and slippery 
Establishment politicians, you dis¬ 
cover the hard economic reality at 
the back of it all. 


BIG BUSINESS 

The Banks, Multinational com¬ 
panies and businesses in favour of 
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levels which penalise the ordinary 
consumer. 

That is really what the ‘Common 
Market’ is all about. Don’t let them 
get away with it. You really can’t 
afford to! Stay in Europe and you 
will be fleeced of your nationality, 
your earnings and your pride! 


INDEPENDENCE 

The Establishment think that 
they can sneak a victory in the 
Referendum, by appointing a dismal 


E.E.C. links 
with ‘East’ 

WEST GERMANY is within the 
tariff walls of the Common Market, 
yet treats trade with East Germany 
as ‘inter-German trade’. Conse¬ 
quently, East European countries 
send goods to East Germany for 
finishing, labelling and packing, and 
then get them into the Common 
Market through West Germany 
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BRITAIN FIRST 

EMERGENCY 

APPEAL 

OWING to circumstances 
beyond our control we had 
to spend extra money pro¬ 
ducing the last issue in order 
to bring it out on time. 

The difference between 






























that you don’t bother to vote. 
After all the Establishment would 
be out of business, once people 
woke up to the sly betrayal of 
Britain that has been going on over 
the years. And the referendum could 
wake people up! 

Why do you think that all the 
“Experts” are in favour of Europe? 
Why is it that Big Business, the 
international banks and the multi¬ 
national companies are in favour? 
Why is it that most parliamentary 
politicians want Britain to stay 
trapped in Europe? Why is it that 
the T.V., Radio and daily news¬ 
papers are so biased in favour of 
“European Unity”? 

The answer is that Big Business, 
Parliament and the Media are all 
aspects of the same System. 


PROPAGANDA 

Big Business interests pressured 
for Britain to be taken into Europe 
and they mounted a slick ‘public 
relations’ propaganda campaign to 
pull it off. The British people 
weren’t much impressed but the 
Tory, Labour and Liberal politicians 
fell for it hook, line and sinker! like 
second rate conjurers, Parliamentary 
politicians like to pick up and play 
with any new trick, imposture or 
pretence that will get them in to 
the limelight. Thus, against the will 
of the people and contrary to our 
whole tradition as a free and distinct 
island nation, Britain was taken 
into Europe! 

The T.V., Radio and daily papers 
mounted a barrage of words in¬ 
tended to dull the senses and sell 
the idea of ‘Europe’. Only this 
side of the argument was given any 
real prominence. The reason why 
such bias appears in the Media is 
quite simple. The people who run 
the T.V. and Radio are appointed 
by the Parliamentary political 


by the commercial advertising of 
big business and government 
agencies, so editors and staff can be 
considered the System’s tame 
scribblers. The Media can be relied 
upon to play up every shallow- 
minded piece of trivia it can find, 
whilst at the same time running 
down British national individuality, 
pride and identity. T.V. pundits 
and newspaper opinion-mongers like 
to be trendy and fashionable. They 
have a high opinion of themselves 
but find it smart to denigrate 
Britain. That’s why they cannot be 
trusted to give anything like ‘fair’ 
coverage to the Europe issue. 

Once you look behind the facade, 
and learn to ignore the drone of 
chatterbox Media hacks and slippery 
Establishment politicians, you dis¬ 
cover the hard economic reality at 
the back of it all. 


BIG BUSINESS 

The Banks, Multinational com¬ 
panies and businesses in favour of 
Europe, were the very first to rush 
investment capital out of Britain 
and into Europe once we had been 
forced to join the E.E.C. Their aim 
is to make more profits for them¬ 
selves. They do it by moving capital 
and labour across national frontiers 
playing off one nation against 
another. They keep down wage 
levels, by getting politicians to 
allow immigrant labour to be im¬ 
ported into areas where labour is 
scarce. They impoverish areas where 
labour is relatively expensive by 
transferring capital away to places 
where labour is plentiful and there¬ 
fore cheap. They undermine 
Britain’s export markets by setting 
up companies abroad employing 
foreigners to cater for local markets. 
To cap it all, they get ‘European 
Community’ regulations passed 
keeping prices up to artificially high 


levels which penalise the ordinary 
consumer. 

That is really what the ‘Common 
Market’ is all about. Don’t let them 
get away with it. You really can’t 
afford to! Stay in Europe and you 
will be fleeced of your nationality, 
your earnings and your pride! 


INDEPENDENCE 

The Establishment think that 
they can sneak a victory in the 
Referendum, by appointing a dismal 
collection of Tory and Labour in¬ 
effectual as the “official” oppos¬ 
ition to Britain’s “Common Market” 
membership and then steamrollering 
over them, by making the public 
punchdrunk with propaganda in 
favour of Europe. 

The Establishment despises our 
people’s capacity for political under¬ 
standing and action. They assume 
that most people are just too 
ignorant, silly and lazy to ever come 
out and vote against Europe and 
the Government on Referendum 
Day. 

Prove them wrong! Hit back 
against the smug trickery of the 
Tory, Labour and Liberal poli¬ 
ticians. 

Strike a blow for British indepen¬ 
dence and prosperity! 

VOTE NO TO EUROPE ON 
JUNE 5th. 


E.E.C. links 
with ‘East’ 

WEST GERMANY is within the 
tariff walls of the Common Market, 
yet treats trade with East Germany 
as ‘inter-German trade’. Conse¬ 
quently, East European countries 
send goods to East Germany for 
finishing, labelling and packing, and 
then get them into the Common 
Market through West Germany 
without paying customs dues! So 
while the front door is slammed in 
the face of the British settled 
countries of the Commonwealth, 
the Communist bloc sneak their 
goods in through the back door, 
tax free! 



National Front 

FREE BRITAIN FROM 
EUROPE 

meeting 

at 8 p.m. 

on Thursday, May 29th 

CHELSEA TOWN HALL 

Kings Road, London SW3 

Admission: 25p 
(Nearest Underground Station: 
S/oane Square) 



BRITAINFIRST 

EMERGENCY 

APPEAL 

OWING to circumstances 
beyond our control we had 
to spend extra money pro¬ 
ducing the last issue in order 
to bring it out on time. 

The difference between 
the cost of this and our 
normal printing costs was 
{about £100. 

THIS MONEY IS DES- 
iPERATELY NEEDED. 
[Please make an extra sacri¬ 
fice and rush your donation 
to the Britain First Fighting 
'Fund, 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


BUY SPARK! 

The National Front 
broadsheet for students. 

Spark is available at 
£2.50 per 500 + 54p. p&p 
£5.00 per 1000 + 78p. p&p 
Get Spark into your school or 
college. 

From: National Front, 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


THE NATION WRECKERS: RAGES 4-5 
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Britain First 


No. 29 June 1975 
Editor: Richard Lawson 

Editorial Office: 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. 

Britain First supports the views of the National Front editorially 
but is printed, published and distributed independently of the 
National Front by Britain First Press. 

The views expressed in Britain First are the views of the Editor 
and the named contributors and should not necessarily be taken to 
be the official views of the National Front. 

The appearance of any advertisement in Britain First is not 
necessarily indicative that the Editor has any knowledge of, interest 
in or support for the product, service, organisation or function 
advertised. 

Many aspects of immigration are, to say the least, distasteful 
to the British population. Our anger, however, should not be directed 
towards immigrants but to the politicians who allowed or encouraged 
the problem. Race hatred is counter-productive and no sympathy can 
be extended to those who incite it. 


It’s up to us... 

THE National Front faces many hurdles in its struggle to free 
Britain from the International Financial System and its ruling 
Establishment. 

In our front-page lead article we deal with the fact that 
T.V., Radio and the Press cannot be trusted, while inside we 
give numerous instances of the media’s attempts to smear the 
National Front, including its reports on the Conway Hall 
fracas. 

On pages four to five we carry the second part of Sandra 
Ross’s article on the way in which the Establishment is using 
Jewish organisations to throw in the way of the NF’s progress. 

These two obstacles are not unconnected. 

At a private meeting in Hornsey Town Hall, North London, 
on November 20th, 1969, which was called expressly to co¬ 
ordinate anti-National Front activity, a well known represen¬ 
tative of the Jewish Board of Deputies, Cllr. Arthur Paul Super 
(see Britain First, No. 28) boasted from the platform: 

“Between ourselves, I am on good terms with a number of 
local newspaper editors and I think I can say that in future they 
will give absolutely no publicity to the National Front unless 
it is involved in trouble.” 

This should establish once and for all that there is no 
possibility of compromise between the Establishment’s world, 
with its Rule of Money, and our world, that of national 


BRITAIN FIRST JOURNALISTS 
NUJED ASIDE 


AMID THE National Union of Journalists’ efforts to introduce 
a ‘closed shop’ in all newspapers, thereby regulating the type of 
journalist allowed to contribute, various NUJ factions have 
simultaneously mounted a concerted campaign of victimisation 
in an attempt to neutralise the only viable opposition to 
Marxist Multi-Racialism — the National Front. 


This attack first gained form in 
March, when Britain First journalist 
Dave McCalden was refused ad¬ 
mission to the NUJ purely and 
simply because of the aims and 
policies of the National Front. 
Although the NUJ’s National 
Executive told the Magazine Branch 
that they must reverse the decision, 
since there was no constitutional 
basis for it whatsoever, at their 
April 14th meeting the Branch 
refused to obey, and still would 
not issue Dave his credentials. The 
matter is now to go before the 
NUJ’s executive committee in May. 

The ‘difference of opinion’ 
between the Branch and the 
Executive is very much a nominal 
one, for at the Union’s Annual 
Meeting at the end of April, the 
Executive has proposed a new Code 
of Conduct for the Union, of which 
one clause is “He shall not originate 
material designed to encourage dis¬ 
crimination on grounds of race, 
colour, creed or sex, and exacerbate 
relationships.” The shuttling back 
and forward of Dave’s application 
can be interpreted simply as a 
delaying measure. If National Front 
journalists cannot be kept out under 
present Union rules, they reason, 
then new rules should be brought 


in to keep them out. The delay 
in shuffling the application around 
simply means that the Union can 
avoid issuing Dave a card and then 
going through the embarrassment 
and trauma of expelling him again. 

It is undisputed that the Inter¬ 
national Socialist organisation is 
principally involved in this feeble 
attempt to victimise Nationalist 
journalists. The Magazine Branch is 
heavily infested with IS members, 
including the Chairman, Roger 
Protz. The IS even have two 
members on the NUJ Executive. 
This is all the more ironic, since the 
IS Manifesto states: “We stand for 
100% trade unionism. Against all 
victimisations and blacklisting.” 
Presumably, under an IS ‘govern¬ 
ment’ National Front members 
would not exist, since we would 
have long since been despatched to 
the salt-mines or gas-chambers. 

The Code of Conduct’s new 
proposals on race relations are 
largely based on a Code of Practice 
drawn up by a rump committee 
under the International Socialist 
mouthpiece Eric Gordon, one of 
the two IS members on the NUJ’s 
National Executive. The rump com¬ 
mittee consisted of three delegates 
nominated by three Branches which 


the Executive invited to submit 
names. (And the IS dares to claim 
the National Front is undemo¬ 
cratic!) A more ‘radical’ Code has 
been adopted by the NUJ chapel 
of the Hampstead & Highgate 
Express , under the initiative of 
Matthew Lewin, the chairman of 
the chapel, the Code defines certain 
‘guidelines’ for journalists on the 
paper, which include: not men¬ 
tioning racial origins in crime 
reports, giving preference to cover¬ 
age of minority events, encouraging 
minority staff recruitment and boy¬ 
cotting all coverage of ‘racist 
gatherings’, in both editorial and 
advertising material. This policy was 
actually carried out in March when 
six journalists on the Camden and 
Hornsey Journal (where Eric 
Gordon is employed) refused to 
work for one week after the 
management refused to censor a 
National Front advertisement. 

The general attitudes of various 
NUJ Branches also gives an 
indication of the extent to which 
they have been eaten away by the 
poison of Marxism. . The Book 
Branch is now officially affiliated 
to the IS-front Troops Out Move¬ 
ment as well as the Marxist Camden 
Trades Council. Book, Magazine and 
Penguin branches have recently 
joined together to sponsor a series 
of seminars to be held at the 
Institute of Race Relations, of all 
places. 


National Front, this man had 
frequently attacked us* in leaflets 
and from platforms, and was in fact 
proscribed from membership, the 
Fleet Street hacks promised to look 
into the matter. Since both stories 


authors of these articles had some¬ 
how overlooked the findings of 
Lord Scarman, who wrote in his 
report that “the National Front had 
been over a mile away at the time 
of the riot.” Both papers sub- 
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tact the National Front for our 
comment. 

Undoubtedly they realised that 
the allegations were the most 
ridiculous, bizarre and mendacious 
slanders on the NF, without a single 
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THE National Front faces many hurdles in its struggle to free 
Britain from the International Financial System and its ruling 
Establishment. 

In our front-page lead article we deal with the fact that 
T.V., Radio and the Press cannot be trusted, while inside we 
give numerous instances of the media’s attempts to smear the 
National Front, including its reports on the Conway Hall 
fracas. 

On pages four to five we carry the second part of Sandra 
Ross’s article on the way in which the Establishment is using 
Jewish organisations to throw in the way of the NF’s progress. 

These two obstacles are not unconnected. 

At a private meeting in Hornsey Town Hall, North London, 
on November 20th, 1969, which was called expressly to co¬ 
ordinate anti-National Front activity, a well known represen¬ 
tative of the Jewish Board of Deputies, Cllr. Arthur Paul Super 
(see Britain First, No. 28) boasted from the platform: 

“Between ourselves, I am on good terms with a number of 
local newspaper editors and I think I can say that in future they 
will give absolutely no publicity to the National Front unless 
it is involved in trouble.” 

This should establish once and for all that there is no 
possibility of compromise between the Establishment’s world, 
with its Rule of Money, and our world, that of national 
freedom. Either we win or they do. It’s up to us. 

Newspaper 
hacks in new 
pique of 
paranoia 

by DAVE 


NOT content with the NUJ’s 
administrative ploy to counter 
the NF, the media hacks have 
also recently stepped up their 
campaign of deliberate lies and 
smears against the party. 

The first manifestation of 
this latest campaign was a 


McCALDEN 

Their obvious tack would be that 
“the National Front has no sense 
of humour”. Unfortunately, this 
ploy is rather double-edged. For it 
seems that there are certain cate¬ 
gories of individual, such as poli¬ 
ticians, the National Front, trades 
unionists, the Irish, who can be 
caricatured, and certain categories 

■ • i i < i i 


NUJ’s executive committee in May. 

The ‘difference of opinion’ 
between the Branch and the 
Executive is very much a nominal 
one, for at the Union’s Annual 
Meeting at the end of April, the 
Executive has proposed a new Code 
of Conduct for the Union, of which 
one clause is “He shall not originate 
material designed to encourage dis¬ 
crimination on grounds of race, 
colour, creed or sex, and exacerbate 
relationships.” The shuttling back 
and forward of Dave’s application 
can be interpreted simply as a 
delaying measure. If National Front 
journalists cannot be kept out under 
present Union rules, they reason, 
then new rules should be brought 


National Front, this man had 
frequently attacked us* in leaflets 
and from platforms, and was in fact 
proscribed from membership, the 
Fleet Street hacks promised to look 
into the matter. Since both stories 
were practically identical, the NF 
also phoned the Press Association, 
from where the story appeared to 
emanate. The PA agreed that the 
story had been circulated by them, 
but no mention had been made of 
the National Front. And the only 
alteration that had been made 
during the day was to alter ‘red 
slippers’ to ‘red knickers’. It would 
seem, therefore, that the Standard 
and the News had conspired to 
transform an irrelevant if bizarre 
crime report into a smear attack on 
the NF. The mystery was further 
compounded by ATV in Birming¬ 
ham, which similarly smeared the 
NF in its lunch-time news pro¬ 
gramme. After a few ‘phone calls, 
they at least did not repeat the 
assertion. 


RED LION SQUARE 

The Standard and the Sunday 
Telegraph have also recently pub¬ 
lished similar lies appertaining to 
the Red Lion Square riot. They 
made assertions that the riot had 
occurred after “clashes between 
Left-wingers and the National 
Front.” Despite the detailed analysis 
of the Red Lion Square events in all 
the national miners. both the 


This is all the more ironic, since the 
IS Manifesto states: “We stand for 
100% trade unionism. Against all 
victimisations and blacklisting.” 
Presumably, under an IS ‘govern¬ 
ment’ National Front members 
would not exist, since we would 
have long since been despatched to 
the salt-mines or gas-chambers. 

The Code of Conduct’s new 
proposals on race relations are 
largely based on a Code of Practice 
drawn up by a rump committee 
under the International Socialist 
mouthpiece Eric Gordon, one of 
the two IS members on the NUJ’s 
National Executive. The rump com¬ 
mittee consisted of three delegates 
nominated by three Branches which 


Hornsey Journal (where Eric 
Gordon is employed) refused to 
work for one week after the 
management refused to censor a 
National Front advertisement. 

The general attitudes of various 
NUJ Branches also gives an 
indication of the extent to which 
they have been eaten away by the 
poison of Marxism. The Book 
Branch is now officially affiliated 
to the IS-front Troops Out Move¬ 
ment as well as the Marxist Camden 
Trades Council. Book, Magazine and 
Penguin branches have recently 
joined together to sponsor a series 
of seminars to be held at the 
Institute of Race Relations, of all 
places. 


authors of these articles had some¬ 
how overlooked the findings of 
Lord Scarman, who wrote in his 
report that “the National Front had 
been over a mile away at the time 
of the riot.” Both papers sub¬ 
sequently printed corrections for 
these falsehoods, albeit tucked away 
in the most inconspicuous corners 
possible. 

Not to be outdone by the news¬ 
paper scribblers, the radio and tele¬ 
vision dilettantes joined the fray 
with a few well-designed rejoinders. 
After the Conway Hall activity on 
April 12th, the London Broad¬ 
casting Company’s Independent 
Radio News put out a news item 
that “five scar-faced men” had in¬ 
vaded the stage and attacked the 
platform party. This was about as 
fantastic as Mission Impossible, 
whence the copy-writer had un¬ 
doubtedly just been transferred. 

Probably the most calculated 
sneak attack that the media masters 
employed was a series of allegations 
broadcast on Radio 4’s World at 
One , Thames Television’s Today 
and BBC 1 ’s Nationwide. The News 
of the World newspaper also 
featured the story, which revolved 
around a ludicrous allegation that 
the National Front was mixed up 
in a ‘Fiihrerfest’ celebration of 
Hitler’s birthday in the middle of 
the Sussex Downs. The allegations 
were made by Paul Rose, MP for 
Manchester, Blackley, and broad¬ 
cast on all these programmes with¬ 
out so much as an attempt to con¬ 


tact the National Front for our 
comment. 

Undoubtedly they realised that 
the allegations were the most 
ridiculous, bizarre and mendacious 
slanders on the NF, without a single 
grain of truth in them. When the 
NF contacted the producers, they 
either promised to correct the 
slanders .later in the week (which 
they did not) or blatantly admitted 
that they “were not interested in 
balance in this case.” 

Paul Rose is however slowly 
learning that attacks on the NF 
have a nasty habit of boomeranging. 
Every time he sends out a pack of 
smear literature to enquirers about 
his hate campaign (contents: 
Searchlight, The Hate-Mongers, 
National Front Nazi Front and 
a Tribune clipping) he now has to 
correct and black-out so many 
‘inaccuracies’ that the ‘evidence’ 
is a mass of illegible blots and 
scratches. 



Dear Editor, 
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hacks in new 
pique of 
paranoia 


by DAVEMcCALDEN 


NOT content with the NUJ’s 
administrative ploy to counter 
the NF, the media hacks have 
also recently stepped up their 
campaign of deliberate lies and 
smears against the party. 

The first manifestation of 
this latest campaign was a 
cartoon which appeared in the 
London Evening Standard on 
March 24th, and was syndi¬ 
cated out to several provincial 
newspapers, including the 
Wolverhampton Express & 
Star. The cartoon, drawn by 
“Jak” showed a collection of 
anti-Common Market demon¬ 
strators, which included a 
rather portly Prussian-looking 
gentleman dressed in a Conti¬ 
nental style uniform, and 
carrying a placard bearing the 
legend “National Front”. The 
ensemble was set off by a 
rather generous sprinkling of 
Hindu good-luck symbols. The 
obvious intention of this con¬ 
trived caricature was to portray 
the NF as a Nazi party. 

However, it would be rather 
difficult to bring legal action against 
these papers, since now and again 
“Jak” has also included Ted Heath 
or Harold Wilson in SS uniform. 


Their obvious tack would be that 
“the National Front has no sense 
of humour”. Unfortunately, this 
ploy is rather double-edged. For it 
seems that there are certain cate¬ 
gories of individual, such as poli¬ 
ticians, the National Front, trades 
unionists, the Irish, who can be 
caricatured, and certain categories 
which must not, such as Blacks, 
and other non-European minorities. 
“Jak” is also rather coy about 
where his cartoons appear, for some 
time ago the Black Panther maga¬ 
zine Grass Roots published a full- 
page “Jak” cartoon featuring a 
vicious caricature of the police, 
complete with hob-nail boots, scars 
and a three-foot long truncheon. The 
fact that such a ‘witty’ cartoon 
appeared in a “Hate-Whitey” paper 
and not the Beaverbrook-owned 
Standard , would seem to indicate 
that Beaverbrook Newspapers have 
no sense of humour themselves. 

The Standard and its ‘rival’ the 
Evening News showed their true 
colours a few weeks later, when 
they simultaneously published a 
mendacious article that described 
Colin Jordan as a “National Front 
supporter”. A single telephone call 
by a junior reporter could have 
easily been made to verify this 
statement, but none was. When NF 
Press Officers phoned up to point 
out that far from ‘supporting’ the 


the National Front. And the only 
alteration that had been made 
during the day was to alter ‘red 
slippers’ to ‘red knickers’. It would 
seem, therefore, that the Standard 
and the News had conspired to 
transform an irrelevant if bizarre 
crime report into a smear attack on 
the NF. The mystery was further 
compounded by ATV in Birming¬ 
ham, which similarly smeared the 
NF in its lunch-time news pro¬ 
gramme. After a few ‘phone calls, 
they at least did not repeat the 
assertion. 


RED LION SQUARE 

The Standard and the Sunday 
Telegraph have also recently pub¬ 
lished similar lies appertaining to 
the Red Lion Square riot. They 
made assertions that the riot had 
occurred after “clashes between 
Left-wingers and the National 
Front.” Despite the detailed analysis 
of the Red Lion Square events in all 
the national papers, both the 


vision dilettantes joined the fray 
with a few well-designed rejoinders. 
After the Conway Hall activity on 
April 12th, the London Broad¬ 
casting Company’s Independent 
Radio News put out a news item 
that “five scar-faced men” had in¬ 
vaded the stage and attacked the 
platform party. This was about as 
fantastic as Mission Impossible, 
whence the copy-writer had un¬ 
doubtedly just been transferred. 

Probably the most calculated 
sneak attack that the media masters 
employed was a series of allegations 
broadcast on Radio 4’s World at 
One, Thames Television’s Today 
and BBCl’s Nationwide. The News 
of the World newspaper also 
featured the story, which revolved 
around a ludicrous allegation that 
the National Front was mixed up 
in a ‘Fuhrerfest’ celebration of 
Hitler’s birthday in the middle of 
the Sussex Downs. The allegations 
were made by Paul Rose, MP for 
Manchester, Blackley, and broad¬ 
cast on all these programmes with¬ 
out so much as an attempt to con- 



BRITAIN 


THE WORLD 

s * 

Men, women, and even children, risk 
imprisonment and death to hear broadcasts 
from London. They are the inhabitants of 
the occupied countries of Europe. They do 
so because they have learned that the British 
broadcasts tell them the truth. 

All over the world, and in many languages, 
you can listen to the truth from London. The 
British radio sticks to the facts—giving the 
latest, most authentic news as soon as it is 
known. 


This is how the 
B.B.C. saw itself 
in 1943. The 
same could 
certainly not 
be said today. 


balance in this case.” 

Paul Rose is however slowly 
learning that attacks on the NF 
have a nasty habit of boomeranging. 
Every time he sends out a pack of 
smear literature to enquirers about 
his hate campaign (contents: 
Searchlight, The Hate-Mongers, 
National Front Nazi Front and 
a Tribune clipping) he now has to 
correct and black-out so many 
‘inaccuracies’ that the ‘evidence’ 
is a mass of illegible blots and 
scratches. 



Dear Editor, 

I was interested to read the 
article in Britain First No. 28 on 
the involvement of Zionists in 
fomenting anti-Semitism. 

Most Jews leaving the Soviet 
Union are going to the United 
States rather than to Israel. The 
Zionists, therefore, must look on 
Britain’s half million Jews as an 
alternative reservoir of manpower 
for Israel. 

One is reminded of the words of 
Mr. Sussman of the American 
Council of Judaism, as quoted in 
Moshe Menuhin’s classic, The Deca¬ 
dence of Judaism in Our Time: 

“The Zionist Movement wants 
to picture Jews constantly in 
trouble. It is bad for fund-raising 
and bad for immigration to Israel 
if Jews are not in trouble. But 
‘trouble’ must be of a particular 
kind. It must be ‘Jewish’ trouble. It 
must fit the Zionist pattern of 
inevitable anti-Semitism just as 
surely as the ‘inevitable’ class war 
fits classic Marxism.” 

John Henderson 




















































Free local authorities from 
the slavery of interest! 


THE 


diagram reproduced below 
comes from a recent propaganda 
handout issued by Wandsworth’s 
Labour Council.lt shows the massive 
amount of money spent by the 
Council on servicing its debts. 

The fact that the Council has 
seen fit to make a special effort to 
defend this expenditure shows just 
how embarrassed it is by it. 

We say that this expenditure 
cannot be defended. It is a direct 
result of a lunatic financial system — 
a system that could have been, but 


never has been, seriously challenged 
throughout the whole period of the 
Labour Party’s existence. That 
System requires council house 
building to be financed by high 
interest bearing loans. 

We say that this System can, and 
ought, to be replaced bv setting up 
municipal banks to provide loans 
for housing interest free. In this 
way we can deliver local authorities 
from the slavery of interest, reduce 
rates, and still produce more, better 
and cheaper, municipal housing. 


Wandsworth Council will spend £45.7 million next year 
on its many services. The chart below will show you where 
the money goes: 

Interest on borrowed money 



Salaries & Wages 


Premises — 


Transport costs 

Goods & Services Other expenditure 


COLOUR 
BAR ON- 
THEN OFF 
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SOUTHALL LABOUR CLUB in 
West London cannot make up its 
mind about whether or not to allow 
in Blacks. The Club has had an 
unofficial bar on Coloured members 
for many years, but it was only after 
some West Indian louts created 
trouble at the door that the ban was 
formalised, quoting the Preston 
Dockers Club as precedent. Alas, 
the Club officials unleashed on their 
heads a holocaust far beyond their 
comprehension, emanating from the 
local Community Relations Council, 
Communists, and the local Labour 
Party. Rather than stand up for 
their racialist principles, the club 
officials back-pedalled and brought 
up all sorts of excuses about how 
and why Blacks were excluded ‘for 
administrative reasons’. 

The entire affair has highlighted 
the pathetic spinelessness of non¬ 
political ‘representatives’. Although 
they want segregation just as much 
as we do, these people do not have 
the political ideology or expertise 
to back up those views with hard 
facts. The ONLY way to fight 
political interference is with an 
opposing political outlook. And the 
only political party in this country 
to put forward a viable, factually- 
grounded racialist policy is ’ the 
National Front. 


Magistrate’s'Fascist’ 
smear in court 


MR. JOHN BAMBER, a Manchester Stipendiary Magistrate, 
not only acquitted two anti-National Front smear leafleters of 
putting out illegal leaflets, but turned their trial into a political 
condemnation of the National Front. 

Before the court were Grame 


were 

Atkinson, 26, of Ashdale Close, 
Reddish, and Michael Luft, 32, of 
Thatch Leach, Chadderton. 

Last October the National Front 
had a candidate in the Blackley 
area of Manchester, and the defen¬ 
dants had distributed material 
urging people not to support him. 
The leaflets bore no publisher’s 
or printer’s imprint. 


Dismissing the summonses, 
Bamber stated: 

“If somebody has a detestation 
of some political theory — in this 
case fascism — and takes the view 
that the election of a fascist can¬ 
didate would be the beginning of 
the destruction of our democratic 
process, are they entitled to cam¬ 
paign against that campaign?” 


RAGE RELATIONS CHIEF 
IN PREJUDICE ROW 


JOHN AUSTIN-WALKER, bleeding-heart liberal and Com¬ 
munity Relations Officer for the London Borough of Bexley, 
has just landed himself right in the curry. 

With the very best of anti-British members Qf 


intentions imaginable, Austin- 
Walker decided to take up a Govern¬ 
ment offer of cash grants to help 
local immigrants learn better 
English. Poor John, how was he to 
know that his action would get him 
branded as a racist and a bigot? 

Immediately the plan was an¬ 
nounced it was condemned by 


Strange bedfellows 


MARTIN WALKER, the Guardian journalist who is just putting 
the finishing touches to his new book ‘exposing’ the National 
Front, has been liaising with some rather fringey fellow 
‘investigators’. Not only does he work with Zionist fanatics, 
but it now appears that he also works hand in glove with rabid 


film to make room for it). Although 
the story was rejected by Guardian 
editor Alastair Hetherington as ‘too 
provocative’, Walker determined to 
get his story into the paper by hook 
nr hv crook. His discoveries were 


moving soon to the calmer waters 
of the British Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration. 

Undoubtedly the underlying 
moral of the entire saga is of 
significance to newsDaocr editors 


Bexley Council, by 
immigrant leaders, and even by 
John’s own colleagues on the C.R.C. 

One Labour councillor, who has 
never been noted for his support of 
British national pride, described 
local immigrants as belonging to 
one of the proudest races on Earth, 
and said that these hard-working, 
industrious people would be gravely 
insulted by Austin-Walker’s scheme. 
He went on to say that this was one 
of the worst forms of discrimination 
he had ever encountered, and felt 
sure that immigrants would con¬ 
sider the idea of language classes to 
be an affront to their national 
pride. 

The reason behind all the fuss is 
quite simply that Bexley’s 1500 
immigrants (their figures, not mine!) 
come mainly from the Punjab, and 
hard-working, industrious Punjabis, 

as wc all know. arc nroiul of their 












political interference is with an 
opposing political outlook. And the 
only political party in this country 
to put forward a viable, factually- 
grounded racialist policy is’ the 
National Front. 


local immigrants learn better 
English. Poor John, how was he to 
know theft his action would get him 
branded as a racist and a bigot? 

Immediately the plan was an¬ 
nounced it was condemned by 


Strange bedfellows 


MARTIN WALKER, the Guardian journalist who is just putting 
the finishing touches to his new book ‘exposing’ the National 
Front, has been liaising with some rather fringey fellow 
‘investigators’. Not only does he work with Zionist fanatics, 
but it now appears that he also works hand in glove with rabid 
Marxists. 


Walker spent over a month 
‘researching’ a story on the CIA’s 
operations in London, working with 
reporters Phil Kelly and Mark 
Hosenball of the New-Left, 
Rothschild-owned, underground 
magazine Time Out; together with 
Alex Mitchell, an ex-Sunday Times 
reporter, but now the editor of the 


Calling WRP 

FOLLOWING accusations of lack 
of internal democracy in the 
Workers’ Revolutionary Party, Com¬ 
rade Gerry Healy is tipped to be 
standing down as head of the party 
in favour of Michael Banda (real 
name Michael van der Poorten). 
Poorten is the son of a rich Sin¬ 
halese plantation owner. 

W.R.P. members need have no 
fear that this signifies any change of 
policy, however, as Comrade Healy 
will continue to pull the strings 
from behind the scenes, as well as 
directing the W.R.P.’s seemingly 
stringent security measures. 

Healy has become so paranoid 
since his position in the Party was 
first threatened that he now has 
electricians regularly check his office 
for fear of bugs having been em¬ 
bedded in the plaster by National 
Front infiltrators. 


NATIONALIST SONG 
COMPETITION 


Workers’ Revolutionary Party daily 
Workers Press. 

A posse of no less than nine 
photographers was hired from 
Report , the Left-wing picture 
agency which supplies all those 
pictures of National Front ‘thugs’ 
to Workers Press , Time Out , Red 
Weekly , Socialist Worker and 
Labour Weekly. The investigation 
team came to a gentleman’s agree¬ 
ment that the final story would not 
be featured in their respective 
journals until the embargo date of 
March 6th, which was the pub¬ 
lication date of the only weekly 
amongst the trio, Time Out. 

The story duly received splash 
coverage in both Time Out and 
Workers Press (which undoubtedly 
had to drop a free ad. for WRP 
dilettante 'Vanessa Redgrave’s latest 


film to make room for it). Although 
the story was rejected by Guardian 
editor Alastair Hetherington as ‘too 
provocative’, Walker determined to 
get his story into the paper by hook 
or by crook. His discoveries were 
passed on to a group of Tribunite 
MPs led by Stan Newens the MP for 
Harlow, who coincidentally happens 
to be a joint chairman of the 
Communist Liberation organisation. 

Newens put a series of pointed 
questions about the CIA to the 
Prime Minister in the Commons on 
March 18 th, and hey presto! 
Walker’s story appeared in the 
Guardian under the less provocative 
headline “CIA Ten Named By 
Tribune MPs”. The article noted in 
a rather tongue-in-cheek fashion 
that the MPs in their investigations 
had. “worked closely with jour¬ 
nalists”. Hetherington, whose wife 
Amanda works for the Communist- 
led Lewisham Council for Com¬ 
munity Relations, has since decided 
to forsake the trials and tribulations 
of the newspaper world and will be 


moving soon to the calmer waters 
of the British Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration. 

Undoubtedly the underlying 
moral of the entire saga is of 
significance to newspaper editors 
and Members of Parliament alike: a 
maxim first laid down by Martin 
Walker himself some months ago 
in his Open File column — that 
people should be more careful with 
the articles they publish, for one 
never knows where they’ve been. 


Clapped out 

SOME TIME ago the National 
Front Students’ Association applied 
for a grant from the Community 
Levy for Alternative Projects. CLAP 
was started off last year as a scheme 
whereby unusual, community-based 
projects could be sponsored by 
better established, philanthropic 
small businesses. The NSFA’s letter 
of application read, “We fulfil all 
the requirements for application, 
since we are unusual (only outfit of 
its kind), imaginative (see our maga¬ 
zine Spark), alternative (radically 
different from Establishment/ 
‘Leftist’ organisations) and revo¬ 
lutionary (seeking a revolutionary 
change in society).” 

However, it would seem that 
CLAP is not so “alternative” as it 
makes itself out to be, for they 
immediately thought up a new re¬ 
quirement — that applicants must 
not be part of a larger outfit. Need¬ 
less to say, the NFS A application 
was refused. 

However, it now appears that 
the fortunes of CLAP may be on the 
wane. Although they have raised 
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More aid for 


Mack terrorists 


THE WORLD Council of Churches 
has just given another £100,000 to 
Black terrorist organisations in 
Rhodesia, South Africa and South- 
West Africa. 

Between 1970 and 1974 grants 
made by the W.C.C. to African 
terrorists exceeded £350,000. This 
has not been the only aid sent, 


included the Netherlands, Guyana, 
Jamaica, West Germany, Canada 
and Israel. 

In April 1971 the Joseph Rown- 
tree Social Services Trust gave 
£25,000 to terrorists in Mozam¬ 
bique, while in May 1971 the 
‘British’ Labour Party decided to 
give £100,000 to terrorist forces 
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unc Laoour councillor, who mis 
never been noted for his support of 
British national pride, described 
local immigrants as belonging to 
one of the proudest races on Earth, 
and said that these hard-working, 
industrious people would be gravely 
insulted by Austin-Walker’s scheme. 
He went on to say that this was one 
of the worst forms of discrimination 
he had ever encountered, and felt 
sure that immigrants would con¬ 
sider the idea of language classes to 
be an affront to their national 
pride. 

The reason behind all the fuss is 
quite simply that Bexley’s 1500 
immigrants (their figures, not mine!) 
come mainly from the Punjab, and 
hard-working, industrious Punjabis, 
as we all know, are proud of their 
ability to speak English. The very 
thought of extra tuition is therefore 
repugnant to them. 

Unfortunately the National 
Front’s own resident expert on 
Punjabi affairs, Mr. Ramadan 
Popadom Singh, was unable to 
comment on the situation in Bexley 
as his own knowledge of the English 
language is so far limited to simple 
phrases such as: “The cat sat on the 
Social Security cheque,” . . . “Where 
is the Welfare Office?” and “It’s 
only because I’m Black!” 

PHIL HANMAN 


FOWL PLAY 

A BRIXTON LANDLORD used 
voodoo and loud tribal music in 
order to harrass his tenant. 

According to the tenant the 
landlord “put a lighted candle on 
the carpet and surrounded it with 
what appeared to be coloured sand. 
There was also an egg, part of a 
chicken’s foot and some corn on 
the cob around the candle.” 


BEWARE CULTURAL NORM 

GIVING evidence at a public 
enquiry into the fatal stabbing of a 
nurse by a mental patient at 
Tooting Bee Hospital, South 
London, psychiatrist Dr. Greville 
Gundy said that in his experience: 
“I am afraid it is almost a cultural 
































Ilosenbull of the New-Left, 
Rothschild-owned, underground 
magazine Time Out; together with 
Alex Mitchell, an ex-Sunday Times 
reporter, but now the editor of the 


Galling WRP 

FOLLOWING accusations of lack 
of internal democracy in the 
Workers’ Revolutionary Party, Com¬ 
rade Gerry Healy is tipped to be 
standing down as head of the party 
in favour of Michael Banda (real 
name Michael van der Poorten). 
Poorten is the son of a rich Sin¬ 
halese plantation owner. 

W.R.P. members need have no 
fear that this signifies any change of 
policy, however, as Comrade Healy 
will continue to pull the strings 
from behind the scenes, as well as 
directing the W.R.P.’s seemingly 
stringent security measures. 

Healy has become so paranoid 
since his position in the Party was 
first threatened that he now has 
electricians regularly check his office 
for fear of bugs having been em¬ 
bedded in the plaster by National 
Front infiltrators. 



agency which supplies all those 
pictures of National Front ‘thugs’ 
to Workers Press , Time Out , Red 
Weekly , Socialist Worker and 
Labour Weekly. The investigation 
team came to a gentleman’s agree¬ 
ment that the final story would not 
be featured in their respective 
journals until the embargo date of 
March 6th, which was the pub¬ 
lication date of the only weekly 
amongst the trio, Time Out. 

The story duly received splash 
coverage in both Time Out and 
Workers Press (which undoubtedly 
had to drop a free ad. for WRP 
dilettante 'Vanessa Redgrave’s latest 


THE WORLD Council of Churches 
has just given another £100,000 to 
Black terrorist organisations in 
Rhodesia, South Africa and South- 
West Africa. 

Between 1970 and 1974 grants 
made by the W.C.C. to African 
terrorists exceeded £350,000. This 
has not been the only aid sent, 
however. 

The Swedish Government, for 
example, has long supplied funds 
for terrorists. The 1974-75 alloc¬ 
ation to terrorism was a staggering 
£3 1 / 4m. 

In 1971 the Norwegian Govern¬ 
ment pledged £35,000 to the 
Organization for African Unity for 
distribution to terror groups. In 
1974 Norway gave three quarters 
of a million pounds. 

In 1971 the Danish Government 
gave £75,000 and in 1974 gave 
£350,000. 

By 1974 Finland was giving 
£65,000 to terrorists in Southern 
Africa. 

Scandinavian countries have not 
been alone in subsidising murder. 
Other contributing countries have 


Newens put a series of pointed 
questions about the CIA to the 
Prime Minister in the Commons on 
March 18 th, and hey presto! 
Walker’s story appeared in the 
Guardian under the less provocative 
headline “CIA Ten Named By 
Tribune MPs”. The article noted in 
a rather tongue-in-cheek fashion 
that the MPs in their investigations 
had. “worked closely with jour¬ 
nalists”. Hetherington, whose wife 
Amanda works for the Communist- 
led Lewisham Council for Com¬ 
munity Relations, has since decided 
to forsake the trials and tribulations 
of the newspaper world and will be 


included the Netherlands, Guyana, 
Jamaica, West Germany, Canada 
and Israel. 

In April 1971 the Joseph Rown- 
tree Social Services Trust gave 
£25,000 to terrorists in Mozam¬ 
bique, while in May 1971 the 
‘British’ Labour Party decided to 
give £100,000 to terrorist forces 
because it was “in danger of losing 
friends on the African continent”. 

Like the American based Ford 
Foundation, the tax exempt Rown- 
tree Trusts are used to funnel Big 
Business money into Communist 
hands. It may be noted that although 
the Rowntree chocolate family have 
denied that they control the Trusts, 
the supply of funds to Communist 
terrorist organisations in Africa 
does have the effect of currying 
favour with the ‘Third World’ 
countries which just happen to 
produce cocoa — the main ingredient 
in chocolate. 

Behind the moralising cant of 
the Labour Party, one wonders 
how many Labour M.P.s have 
similar interests and investments? 


the articles they publish, for one 
never knows where they’ve been. 


Clapped out 

SOME TIME ago the National 
Front Students’ Association applied 
for a grant from the Community 
Levy for Alternative Projects. CLAP 
was started off last year as a scheme 
whereby unusual, community-based 
projects could be sponsored by 
better established, philanthropic 
small businesses. The NSFA’s letter 
of application read, “We fulfil all 
the requirements for application, 
since we are unusual (only outfit of 
its kind), imaginative (see our maga¬ 
zine Spark), alternative (radically 
different from Establishment/ 
‘Leftist’ organisations) and revo¬ 
lutionary (seeking a revolutionary 
change in society).” 

However, it would seem that 
CLAP is not so “alternative” as it 
makes itself out to be, for they 
immediately thought up a new re¬ 
quirement — that applicants must 
not be part of a larger outfit. Need¬ 
less to say, the NFS A application 
was refused. 

However, it now appears that 
the fortunes of CLAP may be on the 
wane. Although they have raised 
over £12,000 in their first year 
from sources that include Alter¬ 
native London and Wildwood House 
Publishers, their chief source of 
finance may now have dried up. 
One of the main contributors to 
the scheme was the Exxon Cinema 
in Islington, which specialises in 
showing uncertificated films which 
“pep you up when you’re feeling 
blue”. At £3 a seat, the cinema 
could certainly afford to be philan¬ 
thropic. Unfortunately for CLAP, 
however, the main mover behind 
the Exxon’s generosity, David 
Waterfield, has just gone into jail 
for importing illegal films. It is 
alleged that he was also involved in 
producing ‘adult comics’ which co¬ 
incidentally featured a full-page 
advert for CLAP. 


Punjabi affairs, Mr. Ramadan 
Popadom Singh, was unable to 
comment on the situation in Bexley 
as his own knowledge of the English 
language is so far limited to simple 
phrases such as: “The cat sat on the 
Social Security cheque,” . .. “Where 
is the Welfare Office?” and “It’s 
only because I’m Black!” 

PHIL HANMAN 


FOWL PLAY 

A BRIXTON LANDLORD used 
voodoo and loud tribal music in 
order to harrass his tenant. 

According to the tenant the 
landlord “put a lighted candle on 
the carpet and surrounded it with 
what appeared to be coloured sand. 
There was also an egg, part of a 
chicken’s foot and some corn on 
the cob around the candle.” 


BEWARE CULTURAL NORM 

GIVING evidence at a public 
enquiry into the fatal stabbing of a 
I nurse by a mental patient at 
Tooting Bee Hospital, South 
London, psychiatrist Dr. Greville 
Gundy said that in his experience: 
“I am afraid it is almost a cultural 
[norm that; a Jamaican carries a 
knife of some sort. . .” 


JOURNALISTS BLACKBALLED 

THE West Indian Harambee Cen¬ 
tre in Handsworth, Birmingham, 
organised a holiday school to take 
place at Grove Lane Junior School. 
The holiday school, however, was 
to be for West Indians ONLY. 

Two reporters from the Birming¬ 
ham Evening Mail who went to the 
Centre to follow up the story were 
refused admission until they agreed 
that they were “white trash”. When 
they were eventually allowed to 
interview a community worker he 
became aggressive and accused them 
of under-estimating his intelligence. 


More aid for 
black terrorists 
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By SANDRA ROSS 


Where we stand 

WITH coloured immigrants being brought into Britain to 
•swell the pool of available labour and thus undercut the 
wage bargaining position of British workers; with Capitalists 
pressuring for Britain to remain trapped in the European 
Common Market; with powerful Financiers expanding the 
world money supply far in advance of the production of 
goods and services and thus causing inflation; with Com¬ 
munist disrupters pursuing their anti-working class personal 
ambitions by reducing major industries to chaos; THE 
BRITISH NATION IS UNDER ATTACK. 

The National Front stands in the forefront of the 
political struggle to restore to our people our right to 
defend our racial identity and national independence. 
Ranged against us are the forces of those vested interests 
which have succeeded in reducing this once proud nation, 
from a hard-earned position of strength to an alarming 
position of economic, moral and military weakness. 

The Establishment politicians, the Big Capitalists 
and the Communists within and without the Labour Party 
fear the wrath of the British People, should our nation 
wake up to the enormity of the wrecking operation which 
has been perpetrated upon it. 

Knowing their guilt and desperate to stem the rising 
tide of British Nationalism, our enemies are frantically 
throwing one obstacle after another in our path in a vain 
attempt to stave off the day of reckoning. Local councils 
abuse their position by banning the NF from hiring 
council premises for meetings; the TV and radio find time 
to give broadcasting opportunities to Communists but 
deliberately freeze out the National Front; while the 
National Front is deliberately ignored or abused by the 
monopolist daily press. 

All these obstacles we have tackled and are over¬ 
coming. All the time National Front membership is rising 
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of His Majesty’s subjects.” 

It maybe noted that the wording 
was closely followed in Section 6 
of the Race Relations Act which 
states: “A person shall be guilty of 
an offence under this section if, 
with intent to stir up hatred against 
any section of the public in Great 
Britain distinguished by colour, race 
or ethnic or national origins, he 
publishes or distributes written 
matter which is threatening, abusive 
or insulting.” 

In 1950 Lord Brockway of the 
Movement for Colonial Freedom 
(now known as Liberation) for¬ 
mulated a Human Rights Bill. 
Liberation is the Communist front 
organisation which organised the 
demonstration against the National 
Front which resulted in the riot in 
Red Lion Square. 


SWASTIKA DAUBINGS 

Following the Notting Hill race 
riots demand grew again from the 
National Council for Civil Liberties 
for race legislation. In the book 
Civil Liberties in Britain Barry Cox 
states: 

“Just at the moment when the 
N.C.C.L. was providing this vital 
intellectual muscle in the race legis¬ 
lation debate, a sudden spate of 
swastika daubings over Christmas 
1959 and the New Year reinforced 
the wider public consciousness of 
the incitement problems. These 
swung the Jewish lobbies behind 


ment was provided a bodyguard 
after his life was threatened by an 
anonymous caller purporting to be 
a representative of the “British 
Nazi Party.” Meanwhile the 
epidemic of desecrations intensified 
and spread throughout West Ger¬ 
many.” 

It is interesting to note that the 
fictitious “British Nazi Party” was 
the non-existent organisation named 
by Reg Freeson, M.P. in his parlia¬ 
mentary question mentioned in 
Part One of this article. 

John Barron continues: 

“The worldwide reaction was 
instant . . . The American poet Carl 
Sandburg advocated death for any¬ 



one caught painting swastikas. In 
London, Lord Robert Boothby, 
saying he had been told of a “rising 
tide of Nazism”, announced that he 
was going to Germany to investigate 
the situation . . .” 


VISITED EAST GERMANY 

“Responsibility for a, majority 


comments of Iremonger’s on the 
National Front were quoted by 
Peter Gladstone Smith in the Sunday 
Telegraph: 

“They talk about repatriation of 
immigrants. Physically what they 
want to do is put them all in cattle 
trucks and shoot them off the end 
of Southend pier.” 


YELLOW STAR MOVEMENT 

In 1962 a Petition against Racial 
Incitement, sponsored by the 
N.C.C.L. and the Yellow Star Move¬ 
ment, attracted nearly half a million 
signatures. 

The Yellow Star Movement was 
launched in July 1962 in response 
to the ‘Free Britain from Jewish 
Control’ rally held in Trafalgar 
Square by Colin Jordan’s National 
Socialist Movement. This rally 
effectively mobilised members of 
the Jewish community to oppose 
not only the lunatic activities of 
the N.S.M. but the work of all other 
Nationalist or ‘Right-wing’ groups. 

The Secretary of the Yellow 
Star Movement was Olga Levertoff, 
an ex-Communist whose Rabbi 
father had been converted to the 
Anglican priesthood. Most of the 
active support for the Y.S.M. came 
from the Association of Jewish ex- 
Servicemen, and it was a faction of 
it which later became the Zionist 
Fascist 62 Group. 

Another organisation agitating 
for race legislation in Britain was 












world money supply rar in advance ot me production ot 
goods and services and thus causing inflation; with Com¬ 
munist disrupters pursuing their anti-working class personal 
ambitions by reducing major industries to chaos; THE 
BRITISH NATION IS UNDER ATTACK. 

The National Front stands in the forefront of the 
political struggle to restore to our people our right to 
defend our racial identity and national independence. 
Ranged against us are the forces of those vested interests 
which have succeeded in reducing this once proud nation, 
from a hard-earned position of strength to an alarming 
position of economic, moral and military weakness. 

The Establishment politicians, the Big Capitalists 
and the Communists within and without the Labour Party 
fear the wrath of the British People, should our nation 
wake up to the enormity of the wrecking operation which 
has been perpetrated upon it. 

Knowing their guilt and desperate to stem the rising 
tide of British Nationalism, our enemies are frantically 
throwing one obstacle after another in our path in a vain 
attempt to stave off the day of reckoning. Local councils 
abuse their position by banning the NF from hiring 
council premises for meetings; the TV and radio find time 
to give broadcasting opportunities to Communists but 
deliberately freeze out the National Front; while the 
National Front is deliberately ignored or abused by the 
monopolist daily press. 

All these obstacles we have tackled and are over¬ 
coming. All the time National Front membership is rising 
and the sales of Britain First grow and grow. 

Establishment politicians, Zionists and Communists 
have become so worried by the National Front’s re¬ 
markable growth over the past few years that they 
are now resorting to the age-old ploy of ‘divide and 
conquer’. On the one hand, they are trying to stir 
up the Jewish population against British Nationalism 
by smearing the National Front as ‘Fascist’ and ‘anti- 
Jewish’, whilst simultaneously trying to stir up British 
Nationalists against the Jewish population by hijacking 
its community organisations and implicating them in 
anti-British activities. 

They know as well as we do that the National 
Front is a one hundred per cent democratic party, 
both in its policies and in its organization, and that it has 
many Jewish members including prominent Branch 
organisers. The National Front does not intend to be 
diverted into the blind alley of anti-Semitism, no matter 
how much the Establishment seeks to provoke us, and no 
matter how many decoys they throw into our path. Like¬ 
wise, it is the duty of all patriotic British Jews to shake off 
the stranglehold that these people have over Jewish organis¬ 
ations. 

It is, therefore, in the interests not only of committed 
British Nationalists but also of the thousands of ordinary 
British Jews, that we are going to explore the web of in¬ 
trigue that has camouflaged for too long the pernicious 
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publishes or distributes written 
matter which is threatening, abusive 
or insulting.” 

In 1950 Lord Brockway of the 
Movement for Colonial Freedom 
(now known as Liberation) for¬ 
mulated a Human Rights Bill. 
Liberation is the Communist front 
organisation which organised the 
demonstration against the National 
Front which resulted in the riot in 
Red Lion Square. 


SWASTIKA DAUBINGS 

Following the Notting Hill race 
riots demand grew again from the 
National Council for Civil Liberties 
for race legislation. In the book 
Civil Liberties in Britain Barry Cox 
states: 

“Just at the moment when the 
N.C.C.L. was providing this vital 
intellectual muscle in the race legis¬ 
lation debate, a sudden spate of 
swastika daubings over Christmas 
1959 and the New Year reinforced 
the wider public consciousness of 
the incitement problems. These 
swung the Jewish lobbies behind 
the incitement bill campaign. 
Plummer, the Jewish Labour M.P. 
who promoted the insults bill in the 
spring of 1960, allied himself, as did 
Brockway, to the successful 
N.C.C.L. effort to unite all those 
who opposed racial prejudice under 
a common banner.” One may well 
ask whose interest these daubings 
served? 

In his book KGB The Secret 
Work of Soviet Secret Agents 
(Hodder and Stoughton, 1974), 
John Barron has thrown some 
interesting light on the question: 

“Under KGB guidance, the Czech 
STB in 1956 started mailing virulent 
neo-Nazi tracts to French, British, 
and American officials in Europe. 
They bore the imprimatur of a 
non-existent organisation called the 
Fighting Group for an Independent 
Germany (Kampfverband fur Unab- 
hangiges Deutschland). Continuing 
propaganda from this phantom 
organisation created the impression 
that a gang of fanatical resurgent 
Nazis was active in West Germany. 


one caught painting swastikas. In 
London, Lord Robert Boothby, 
saying he had been told of a “rising 
tide of Nazism”, announced that he 
was going to Germany to investigate 
the situation . . .” 


VISITED EAST GERMANY 

“Responsibility for a majority 
of the acts remained unfixed. All 
along, West German spokesmen ex¬ 
pressed a vague suspicion of 
organised, clandestine Communist 
involvement. The young German 
and his accomplice who were con¬ 
victed of desecrating the Cologne 
synagogue on Christmas Eve be¬ 
longed to a small right-wing political 
party and at their trial unrepentantly 
mouthed Nazi-like statements. But 
the police established that both 
frequently had visited East Ger¬ 
many, and one had a Communist 
Party badge hidden behind his coat 
lapel. In a separate case, Bernhard 
Schlottmann, the twenty-two-year- 
old treasurer of a neo-Nazi organiz¬ 
ation in West Berlin, confessed after 
his arrest that he was an East 
German agent under orders to in¬ 
filtrate and foment anti-Semitism 
among extremist factions. The 
simultaneous appearance of swas¬ 
tikas in many cities on different 
continents as well as the sudden 
abatement of the campaign suggest 
an organised operation. But in the 
absence of proof, insinuations of 
Communist comnlicitv sounded un- 
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the non-existent organisation named 
by Reg Freeson, M.P. in his parlia¬ 
mentary question mentioned in 
Part One of this article. 

John Barron continues: 

“The worldwide reaction was 
instant . . . The American poet Carl 
Sandburg advocated death for any- 


Reg Freeson 


YELLOW STAR MOVEMENT 

In 1962 a Petition against Racial 
Incitement, sponsored by the 
N.C.C.L. and the Yellow Star Move¬ 
ment, attracted nearly half a million 
signatures. 

The Yellow Star Movement was 
launched in July 1962 in response 
to the ‘Free Britain from Jewish 
Control’ rally held in Trafalgar 
Square by Colin Jordan’s National 
Socialist Movement. This rally 
effectively mobilised members of 
the Jewish community to oppose 
not only the lunatic activities of 
the N.S.M. but the work of all other 
Nationalist or ‘Right-wing’ groups. 

The Secretary of the Yellow 
Star Movement was Olga Levertoff, 
an ex-Communist whose Rabbi 
father had been converted to the 
Anglican priesthood. Most of the 
active support for the Y.S.M. came 
from the Association of Jewish ex- 
Servicemen, and it was a faction of 
it which later became the Zionist 
Fascist 62 Group. 

Another organisation agitating 
for race legislation in Britain was 
the World Jewish Congress. (The 
recent affiliation of the Jewish 
Board of Deputies to the W.J.C. 
represents a significant victory for 
the Zionist outlook within the 
Jewish community in Britain). 

In May 1965 the British Section 
of the W.J.C. issued a booklet 
entitled Legal Curbs on Racial 
Incitement , which was a revised 
edition of a publication which first 
appeared in 1962. 

The booklet was prepared by 
Dr. F. L. Brassloff and Dr. Natan 
Lerner, Legal Advisors to the W.J.C. 
in London and New York respec¬ 
tively. An introduction to the book¬ 
let was written by Dr. S. J. Roth, 
Executive Director of the European 
Division of the W.J.C. 

The booklet gives further con¬ 
firmation of the fact that the Com¬ 
munist organised swastika daubings 
of 1959-60 led to increased demand 
for race legislation: 

“In some cases — Austria, Ger¬ 
many, Norway - existing legis¬ 
lation has been supplemented as a 
direct result of the swastika-daubing 
outbreak of the winter of 1959-60 ” 
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conquer’. On the one hand, they are trying to stir 
up the Jewish population against British Nationalism 
by smearing the National Front as ‘Fascist’ and ‘anti- 
Jewish’, whilst simultaneously trying to stir up British 
Nationalists against the Jewish population by hijacking 
its community organisations and implicating them in 
anti-British activities. 

They know as well as we do that the National 
Front is a one hundred per cent democratic party, 
both in its policies and in its organization, and that it has 
many Jewish members including prominent Branch 
organisers. The National Front does not intend to be 
diverted into the blind alley of anti-Semitism, no matter 
how much the Establishment seeks to provoke us, and no 
matter how many decoys they throw into our path. Like¬ 
wise, it is the duty of all patriotic British Jews to shake off 
the stranglehold that these people have over Jewish organis¬ 
ations. 

It is, therefore, in the interests not only of committed 
British Nationalists but also of the thousands of ordinary 
British Jews, that we are going to explore the web of in¬ 
trigue that has camouflaged for too long the pernicious 
anti-British activities of these carpet-baggers. 


THE QUESTION of ‘race 
relations’ legislation is clouded 
with a lot of misleading cant 
and gobbledegook. Those who 
support it like to pose as 
‘liberals’, as champions of 
‘Civil Rights’ and of poor 
‘oppressed minorities’, while 
those who oppose race legis¬ 
lation are presented as ‘pre¬ 
judiced racist bigots stirring 
up hatred’. 

The reality of the situation is, 
however, the complete opposite. 
The so-called ‘liberals’ are far from 
liberal in their treatment of the 
indigenous White British People. In 
effect, these ‘liberals’ are nothing 
but accomplices in the attempt to 
destroy our national identity, and 
that attempt is being pursued 
through the oppressing, suppressing 
and repressingof the British majority 
by a* ‘minority-liberal’ coalition. 
Not only are we suffering as a result 
of having had Coloured immigration 
foisted upon us, but an attempt is 
being made to make discussion of 


the whole subject taboo. 

During the Second World War, 
when patriotic Britons were de¬ 
fending their country from outside 
attack, the Communist-dominated 
National Council for Civil Liberties 
were plotting away on how to dis¬ 
arm the British people in the face 
of any future internal threat by 
minority groups. 

The 1943 annual conference of 
the N.C.C.L. called for legislation 
whereby individuals or organisations 
disseminating “racial antagonism in 
any form” should “be guilty of a 
criminal offence.” The Socialist 
M.P. and crypto-Communist, D. N. 
Pritt, argued that all kinds of racial 
hatred should be made the subject 
of a new law. 

In February, 1948, a book by 
Lionel S. Rose, M.B.E., demanded: 
“The Law should be so amended or 
extended to make it an offence to 
publish defamatory statements con¬ 
cerning groups identifiable by race, 
creed or colour, calculated to create 
or promote ill-will or hostility 
between different sections or classes 


N.C.C.L. effort to unite all those 
who opposed racial prejudice under 
a common banner.” One may well 
ask whose interest these daubings 
served? 

In his book KGB The Secret 
Work of Soviet Secret Agents 
(Hodder and Stoughton, 1974), 
John Barron has thrown some 
interesting light on the question: 

“Under KGB guidance, the Czech 
STB in 1956 started mailing virulent 
neo-Nazi tracts to French, British, 
and American officials in Europe. 
They bore the imprimatur of a 
non-existent organisation called the 
Fighting Group for an Independent 
Germany (Kampfverband fur Unab- 
hangiges Deutschland). Continuing 
propaganda from this phantom 
organisation created the impression 
that a gang of fanatical resurgent 
Nazis was active in West Germany. 

"BRITISH NAZI PARTY" 

“On Christmas Eve 1959, a 
twenty-five-year-old German, aided 
by an accomplice, smeared swas¬ 
tikas and a slogan, “Germans 
Demand That Jews Get Out,” on 
the synagogue in Cologne. A Jewish 
memorial a mile away was also 
defaced. In the next few nights, 
swastikas and anti-Semitic slogans 
were painted on synagogues, tomb¬ 
stones, and Jewish-owned stores in 
more than twenty West German 
towns and cities. Jews received 
threatening anonymous telephone 
calls and letters. During the New 
Year’s weekend, swastikas and 
slogans were daubed on synagogues 
and Jewish buildings in London, 
Oslo, Vienna, Paris, Parma, Glasgow, 
Copenhagen, Stockholm, Milan, 
Antwerp, and New York. On 
January 3, further outbreaks of 
anti-Semitism were reported in 
Melbourne, Manchester, Athens, and 
Perth, Australia. On January 6, 
more desecrations occurred in 
Bogota, Buenos Aires, Milan, Oslo, 
Vienna, and the summer home of 
King Frederick IX of Denmark. A 
Jewish member of the British Parlia- 


and his accomplice who were con¬ 
victed of desecrating the Cologne 
synagogue on Christmas Eve be¬ 
longed to a small right-wing political 
party and at their trial unrepentantly 
mouthed Nazi-like statements. But 
the police established that both 
frequently had visited East Ger¬ 
many, and one had a Communist 
Party badge hidden behind his coat 
lapel. In a separate case, Bernhard 
Schlottmann, the twenty-two-year- 
old treasurer of a neo-Nazi organiz¬ 
ation in West Berlin, confessed after 
his arrest that he was an East 
German agent under orders to in¬ 
filtrate and foment anti-Semitism 
among extremist factions. The 
simultaneous appearance of swas¬ 
tikas in many cities on different 
continents as well as the sudden 
abatement of the campaign suggest 
an organised operation. But in the 
absence of proof, insinuations of 
Communist complicity sounded un¬ 
persuasive at the time. 

“Western security services did not 
begin to learn what actually 
happened until later in the 1960s, 
when defectors revealed that the 
whole swastika operation had been 
conceived by General Agayants 
himself.” 

Agayants was a top KGB official. 

We must always be on our guard 
against possible Soviet agents who 
may crave positions in or even sole 
control over anti-Communist 
organisations in order to indulge in 
anti-Semitism, thus discrediting 
them in the eyes of ordinary people 
and mobilising the Jewish com¬ 
munity against them. 

In August 1962 the Conservative 
M.P. for Ilford North, Tom Lascelles 
Iremonger, sought to amend the 
1936 Public Order Act by adding to 
Section 5 the inciting of ‘hatred of 
a racial group’ as an offence. Tom 
Iremonger has long courted the 
Jewish vote. Not only has he 
attempted to smear the National 
Front as Nazi, but he even put an 
advert in the Jewish Chronicle des¬ 
cribing the Labour Party as Red 
Nazis! 

After Red Lion Square some 


Jewish community in Britain). 

In May 1965 the British Section 
of the W.J.C. issued a booklet 
entitled Legal Curbs on Racial 
Incitement , which was a revised 
edition of a publication which first 
appeared in 1962. 

The booklet was prepared by 
Dr. F. L. Brassloff and Dr. Natan 
Lerner, Legal Advisors to the W.J.C. 
in London and New York respec¬ 
tively. An introduction to the book¬ 
let was written by Dr. S. J. Roth, 
Executive Director of the European 
Division of the W.J.C. 

The booklet gives further con¬ 
firmation of the fact that the Com¬ 
munist organised swastika daubings 
of 1959-60 led to increased demand 
for race legislation: 

“In some cases — Austria, Ger¬ 
many, Norway - existing legis¬ 
lation has been supplemented as a 
direct result of the swastika-daubing 
outbreak of the winter of 1959-60.” 

The booklet also gives significant 
coverage to the United Nations 
treaties dealt with in this issue. 

Race is again the subject of 
another W.J.C. booklet published 
in the same series, Jews and Human 
Rights , which deals with the U.N. 
Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights. 

The booklet is extremely frank 
about the twin Messianic aims of 
political Zionism. Zionists believe 
that while the gentile nations of the 
world will all become inter¬ 
nationalised, the Jews will enjoy a 
national state based on Jerusalem 
which will be the seat of a World 
Government. 

This helps to explain the seeming 
contradiction prevalent in Zionist 
circles which simultaneously 
demand fanatical support for the 
survival of Israel, but race-mixing 
for everybody else. 

Both these two W.J.C. booklets 
were printed by the Narod Press 
Ltd., Cavell Street, London E.l — 
the same press that recently printed 
the AF and R smear magazine 
against the National Front entitled 
“A Well-Oiled Nazi Machine”. 

This continual agitation by the 
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National Council for Civil Liberties, 
Zionists, Socialists and Communists, 
was also aided by the Jewish Board 
of Deputies as well as by numerous 
other interests. 

These included a group of Labour 
lawyers headed by Anthony Lester, 
the British Caribbean Association, 
the Institute of Race Relations and 
the then newly-formed Campaign 
Against Racial Discrimination. 

This agitation eventually resulted 
in the Race Relations Acts of 1965 
and ’68. Although most of the 
agitation was concerned with de¬ 
manding laws against ‘incitement 
to racial hatred’, the Race Acts were 
also aimed at breaking down the 
‘Colour Bar’ — that is forcing White 
people to serve, employ or mix 
with anybody and everybody 
regardless of whether they chose to 
or not. 


BINDMAN 

The Race Relations Board, which 
was set up by the Government to 
persecute people and to dragoon 
them into multi-racialism, is 
currently taking action against 
Kingsley Read, Chairman of the 
National Front National Direc¬ 
torate, for an alleged breach of the 
Race Relations Act. 

In May to June of last year 
Kingsley Read distributed leaflets 
to Blackburn residents asking them 
not to sell their houses to immig¬ 
rants. 

The solicitors acting for the Race 
Relations Board are Bindman and 
Partners. Together with Anthony 
Lester, Geoffrey Bindman was co¬ 
author of the book Race and Law. 
He also serves on the advisory 
committee of the pro-immigration 
Runnymede Trust, as well as being 
a member of the Jewish Board of 
Deputies Race Relations Committee. 

It may be of note that Bindman 
also acted for Paul Foot of the 
International Socialists in the 
Socialist Worker contempt trial. 


had had this result, but said that it 
“would better have been achieved 
by less publicised means.” 

In February, the Scarman report 
on the Red lion Square riot was 
issued. There was little criticism of 
the National Front’s behaviour, but 



Scarman 


there was an insidiously menacing 
threat echoing the demands of the 
Jewish Board of Deputies. 

As quoted in Britain First No. 
27, Scarman had written: “Section 
6 of the Race Relations Act is 
merely an embarrassment . . . 

Hedged about with restrictions 
(proof of intent, requirement of the 
Attorney General’s consent) .. . The 
section needs radical amendment to 
make it an effective sanction, par¬ 
ticularly, I think, in relation to its 
formulation of the intent to be 
proved before an offence can be 
established.” 

In the Jewish Chronicle of March 
7th we read of a meeting of Man¬ 
chester and Salford Jews being 
addressed by Mr. Martin Savitt, 
chairman of the Board of Deputies 
Jewish Defence and Group Relations 
Committee, and Dr. Jacob Gewirtz, 
its director: “The Race Relations 
Act was yet another bone of con¬ 
tention. Mr. Savitt said they must 
insist on amendment to the Act — 
section 6 was unworkable, and 
“intent” should be eliminated.” 

The campaign is also being pro¬ 
moted by the Communist Party’s 
Morning Star (15.4.75): 

“ , . . the police . . . should also 


words” in a public place with intent 
to stir up racial hatred. 

“At the same time, Parliament 
could make their duty even clearer 
by deleting those words “with 
intent” as very often the abuse that 
is racist and leads to trouble can be 
proved but the intent is more easily 
obscured.” 

This passage shows that the Com¬ 
munist Party has so well penetrated 
the ruling Establishment through 
the Labour Party, that far from 
being revolutionary it sees repressive 
laws and increased State control as 
tools of its own power. 

Were this new campaign to be 
successful, it would bring the Race 
Relations Act more into line with 
the draconian U.N. treaties on racial 
discrimination. 



Short 


Of course, mixing-in isn’t for 
everybody. Mr. Edward Short, 
Leader of the House of Commons, 
Deputy Leader of the Labour Party, 
and for three years national chair¬ 
man of the Labour Friends of 
Israel, once “praised Soviet Jewry 
for demonstrating its ability to 
preserve its Jewish identity after 
decades of Communism.” ( Jewish 
Chronicle , 23.3.73). One wonders 


The United 
Nations Treaties 

THE BRITISH Government does not yet adhere to the United 
Nations Genocide Convention, nor has it yet ratified the 
International Convention on the Elimination of all forms of 
Racial Discrimination though the latter was signed by the 
United Kingdom in 1966. Should the Government ever fully 
embrace these treaties, it would mean nothing less than the 
creation of a total police state. 

As much as we must all agree that genocide is abhorrent, the U.N. 
Genocide Convention would create as many evils as it could ever 
overcome; presuming — that is — that the elimination, and not the 
promotion of genocide, is its true intention. 

As the Convention considers even “mental harm” to come within 
the ambit of genocide, it follows that mere publication of disparaging 
facts would become a crime. 

The International Convention on the Elimination of all forms of Racial 
Discrimination seeks to prohibit the very existence of organisations 
which advocate any racial preference. Not only would racialist movements 
like the National Front be forced to go underground, but even private 
individuals would be victimised for “dissemination of ideas” advocating 
Britain for the British. 

Ratification of either of these two Conventions would mean the 
suppression of our democratic aspirations as a people. In the event of 
that happening we would lose all chance of regaining our country 
through normal constitutional channels. If that day ever comes all good 
Nationalists who wish to continue the struggle will be forced to join 
their local gun club. 

As an alternative Britain First demands: No Nineteen Eighty-Four 
style race laws! Give us the freedom to choose who we want in our own 
country! Save us from genocide! 


U.N. GENOCIDE CONVENTION, 1948 
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Article 1 


The contracting Parties confirm that genocide whether committed 
in time of peace or in time of war, is a crime under international 
law which they undertake to prevent and to punish. 

In the present Convention, genocide means any of the following 
acts committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a 
national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such: 

(a) Killing members of the group; 

(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the 
group; 
















lie also serves on me auvisory 
committee of the pro-immigration 
Runnymede Trust, as well as being 
a member of the Jewish Board of 
Deputies Race Relations Committee. 

It may be of note that Bindman 
also acted for Paul Foot of the 
International Socialists in the 
Socialist Worker contempt trial. 


INTENT 

Rather ironically the law against 
incitement had an opposite effect. 
It forced immoderately written 
propaganda out of existence, and 
obliged those who were trying to 
alert the population to the dangers 
of immigration to phrase their 
appeals in a far more moderate and 
thus effective tone. The counter¬ 
productive race hate literature of 
lunatic fringe groups was effectively 
swept away, leaving the field clear 
for the National Front to alert 
people to the dangers of immigration 
in a responsible and effective 
manner. 

When the Race Relations Act was 
first planned, however, it was ob¬ 
viously intended to suppress all 
racialist literature, and the fact that 
it failed to do so was a great dis¬ 
appointment to its promoters. 
Moves are afoot, therefore, to amend 
the Race Relations Act so as to 
make prosecutions easier, by re¬ 
moving the need to prove intent 
to stir up “hatred”. 

In the last issue mention was 
made of the agitation currently 
being conducted towards this end 
by Paul Rose’s “Democratic 
Defence” organisation. The idea has 
been of long standing, however. 

Returning again to what Lionel 
Rose wrote in 1948, we see ad¬ 
vocated that “The proving of intent 
to promote ill-will or hostility 
between different sections or classes 
of His Majesty’s subjects should not 
be the criterion of conviction under 
the Act.” 

Then we read in the Jewish 
Chronicle of January 17th of this 
year that: “Section 6 of the Race 
Relations Act, 1965, dealing with 
incitement to racial hatred, may be 
amended and strengthened following 
representations made to the 
Attoinev-Geneial. Mr. Sam Silkin. 


its director: “The Race Relations 
Act was yet another bone of con¬ 
tention. Mr. Savitt said they must 
insist on amendment to the Act - 
section 6 was unworkable, and 
“intent” should be eliminated.” 

The campaign is also being pro¬ 
moted by the Communist Party’s 
Morning Star (15.4.7 5): 

“ . . . the police . . . should also 
consider their duty under Section 
Six of the Race Relations Act 
1965. 

“This makes it an offence to use 
“threatening, abusive or insulting 


everybody. Mr. Edward Short, 
Leader of the House of Commons, 
Deputy Leader of the labour Party, 
and for three years national chair¬ 
man of the Labour Friends of 
Israel, once “praised Soviet Jewry 
for demonstrating its ability to 
preserve its Jewish identity after 
decades of Communism.” {Jewish 
Chronicle , 23.3.73). One wonders 
if, in the years to come, Mr. Short 
will ever praise the British people 
for demonstrating its ability to 
preserve its British identity after 
decades of the Race Relations Acts. 
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law which they undertake to prevent and to punish. 

In the present Convention, genocide means any of the following 
acts committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a 
national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such: 

(a) Killing members of the group; 

(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the 
group; 


Article 8 


Any contracting Party may call upon the competent organs of the 
United Nations to take such action under the Charter of the 
United Nations as they consider appropriate for the prevention 
and suppression of acts of genocide . . . 


INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON THE ELIMINATION OF 
ALL FORMS OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION, 1966 


Article 1 


1. In this Convention the term ‘racial discrimination’ shall 
mean any distinction, exclusion, restriction or preference based 
on race, colour, descent, or national or ethnic origin which has 
the purpose or effect of nullifying or impairing the recognition, 
enjoyment or exercise, on an equal footing, of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms in the political, economic, social, cultural 
or any other field of public life. 


Article 4 


States Parties condemn all propaganda and all organizations which 
are based on ideas or theories of superiority of one race or group 
of persons of one colour or ethnic origin, or which attempt to 
justify or promote racial hatred and discrimination in any form, 
and undertake to adopt immediate and positive measures designed 
to eradicate all incitement to, or acts of, such discrimination, and 
to this end, with due regard to the principles embodied in the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the rights expressly 
set forth in article 5 of this Convention, inter alia: 

(a) Shall declare an offence punishable by law all dis¬ 
semination of ideas based on racial superiority or hatred, incite¬ 
ment to racial discrimination, as well as all acts of violence or 
incitement to such acts against any race or group of persons of 
another, colour or ethnic origin, and also the provision of any 
assistance to racist activities, including the financing thereof; 

(b) Shall declare illegal and prohibit organizations, and 
also organized and all other propaganda activities, which promote 
and incite racial discrimination, and shall recognize participation 
in such organizations or activities as an offence punishable by law; 
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propaganda out of existence, and 
obliged those who were trying to 
alert the population to the dangers 
of immigration to phrase their 
appeals in a far more moderate and 
thus effective tone. The counter¬ 
productive race hate literature of 
lunatic fringe groups was effectively 
swept away, leaving the field clear 
for the National Front to alert 
people to the dangers of immigration 
in a responsible and effective 
manner. 

When the Race Relations Act was 
first planned, however, it was ob¬ 
viously intended to suppress all 
racialist literature, and the fact that 
it failed to do so was a great dis¬ 
appointment to its promoters. 
Moves are afoot, therefore, to amend 
the Race Relations Act so as to 
make prosecutions easier, by re¬ 
moving the need to prove intent 
to stir up “hatred”. 

In the last issue mention was 
made of the agitation currently 
being conducted towards this end 
by Paul Rose’s “Democratic 
Defence” organisation. The idea has 
been of long standing, however. 

Returning again to what Lionel 
Rose wrote in 1948, we see ad¬ 
vocated that “The proving of intent 
to promote ill-will or hostility 
between different sections or classes 
of His Majesty’s subjects should not 
be the criterion of conviction under 
the Act.” 

Then we read in the Jewish 
Chronicle of January 17th of this 
year that: “Section 6 of the Race 
Relations Act, 1965, dealing with 
incitement to racial hatred, may be 
amended and strengthened following 
representations made to the 
Attorney-General, Mr. Sam Silkin, 
QC, by the Board of Deputies. 

“In the view of the board’s 
Jewish Defence and Group Relations 
Committee, the weakness of the 
Section is its present requirement 
that “intent” to stir up racial hatred 
must be proven for any prosecution 
to succeed.” 

The Editorial in the same issue 
expressed gratification that the visit 



NONE DARE CALL IT CONSPIRACY by Gary 
Allen clearly exposes and documents the link 
between International Communism and 
International Finance 

It is available from NATIONALIST BOOKS, 

50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


NF MEMBERS! 

PROTECT YOUR MEMBER¬ 
SHIP CARD with a new, specially 
designed, wallet type card holder 
in tough, attractive, black PVC 
with pocket end covers and trans¬ 
parent centre pocket. 

Single wallet 15p + 8p p&p 
50 or more 12p each — post free 
Cash with order , cheques/P. O.s 
should be endorsed 'Croydon 
Group No. 2 A/c'. 

Order from your local Branch 
Organiser or direct from 'Card¬ 
holder', c/o 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


Want to visit 

SOUTH AFRICA 

or 

RHODESIA? 

For cheapest possible flights, 
whatever the reason, and however 
long the stay, write to: Box 
No. 1900, Britain First. 


REGRET . .. 

Britain First Anti-Communist 
issue (No. 23) is out of stock 
until further notice. 



INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON THE ELIMINATION OF 
ALL FORMS OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION, 1966 


Article 1 

1. In this Convention the term ‘racial discrimination’ shall 
mean any distinction, exclusion, restriction or preference based 
on race, colour, descent, or national or ethnic origin which has 
the purpose or effect of nullifying or impairing the recognition, 
enjoyment or exercise, on an equal footing, of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms in the political, economic, social, cultural 
or any other field of public life. 


Article 4 


States Parties condemn all propaganda and all organizations which 
are based on ideas or theories of superiority of one race or group 
of persons of one colour or ethnic origin, or which attempt to 
justify or promote racial hatred and discrimination in any form, 
and undertake to adopt immediate and positive measures designed 
to eradicate all incitement to, or acts of, such discrimination, and 
to this end, with due regard to the principles embodied in the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the rights expressly 
set forth in article 5 of this Convention, inter alia: 

(a) Shall declare an offence punishable by law all dis¬ 
semination of ideas based on racial superiority or hatred, incite¬ 
ment to racial discrimination, as well as all acts of violence or 
incitement to such acts against any race or group of persons of 
another, colour or ethnic origin, and also the provision of any 
assistance to racist activities, including the financing thereof; 

(b) Shall declare illegal and prohibit organizations, and 
also organized and all other propaganda activities, which promote 
and incite racial discrimination, and shall recognize participation 
in such organizations or activities as an offence punishable by law; 


PREMISES FUND 

Thousands of pounds needed. 
Cheques / postal orders to 
National Front Head Office. 


LOYALIST RECORDS 

To the Field and Back Millar 
Memorial Flute Band (12th July 
Souvenir). £1.25 from Greenwich 
Village, c/o Box 1690, Britain 
First. 


Correction 

Atypographicalerroroccurred in our 
last issue which read “only the NF 
trade unionists are totally dedicated 
to fighting off the principles of free 
trade unionism.” As is obvious from 
the context of the article this should 
have read “only the NF trade union¬ 
ists are totally dedicated to fighting 
for the principles of free trade 
unionism.” 
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BROMLEY 

A MEMBER of the National Front 
confronted Ted Heath and Lord 
Avebury (the former Eric Lubbock) 
at a pro-Common Market meeting 
in Bromley. 

The member walked straight up 
to the platform telling the speakers 
that Britain was going to be free and 
independent and that there was 
nothing that the Tory, Liberal and 
Labour traitors could do about it. 

At this point he was grabbed by 
stewards. One — who was at a safe 
distance — shouted to the others to: 
“Get him out and punch his teeth 
in as you do it!” 

CONWAY HALL 

MEMBERS of the National Front 
attended a meeting of the National 
Referendum Campaign held in Con¬ 
way Hall, London, in order to pro¬ 
test against the refusal of this 
umbrella anti-Common Market 
organisation to allow the National 
Front to affiliate to it. The N.R.C. 
is an Establishment controlled body 
dominated by the Labour Party, 
and opposed just to the present 
terms of membership rather than to 
membership itself. 

When a National Front spokes¬ 
man, Mr. Tom Benford, tried to 
raise a point of order, however, he 
was drowned out by the public 
address system. This eventually pro¬ 
voked the other N.F. members to 
start shouting “Let him speak.” 


READ: 

THE 

COMMON MARKET: 

UUMV RRITAIM Ml IQT 


Roy Painter, who is a member 
of the Executive Council as well as 
being a member of the NF National 
Directorate, was then allowed by 
the organisers to explain through 
the P.A. system that they had 
agreed to allow Mr. Benford to 
make his point after which the NF 
members would leave. 

As Tom Benford walked towards 
the microphone, however, he was 
seized by the arms and kicked and 
almost thrown off the platform. 
When two members went to his 
rescue Sir Robin Williams, one of 
the platform speakers, took a flying 
kick at their faces but over-balanced 
and fell flat on his back! 


ON THE 


ANIMALS SACRIFICED TO EEC 

Britain has resumed the export 
of live animals for slaughter abroad, 
but this time without any safe¬ 
guards. Up until 1974, animals 
could be exported, but only pro¬ 
vided they were not transported 
vast distances from their destination 
port. But the industry abused the 
the regulations so much that live 
exports were banned altogether last 
year, while the government worked 
out some new provisions. Now that 
the government has had time to 
‘consult’ with Brussels, the new 
laws nredictahlv make all sorts of 


After this the National Front 
members left in disgust. Mr. Peter 
Shore, who had been hiding away, 
plucked up enough courage to re¬ 
appear. 

Despite the inevitable smear 
attacks made by our enemies in the 
mass media, we feel sure that all 
those rank and file N.F. members 
who actually turned up and took 
part in the demonstration viewed it 
as highly successful. 


Buster is 
World Champ! 

IN THE most important success of 
his career so far, National Front 
member Buster Mottram won the 
World Championship Tennis tourna¬ 
ment in Johannesburg. 

After defeating tennis cham¬ 
pions Bjorn Borg and Bob Hewitt, 
he faced Tom Okker in the final 
and beat him 64, 6-2. 


must be properly fed and watered 
en route. Instead they have brought 
in a host of new regulations that 
are replete with omissions. Although 
cattle and pigs have to be inspected 
by a vet on crossing a frontier, sheep 
do not. And although animals 
cannot be immediately re-exported 
to another EEC country, they can 
be re-exported to backward 
countries around the Mediter¬ 
ranean. In fact, the slaughter of 
animals even in the EEC countries 
leaves much to be desired. In 
France, sheep are bled to death; 
while Ireland and Italy practise 

nMnP.stnhhino nf nine \uhirh narn. 


EGO-FRONT 


THE NATIONAL FRONT 

A PARTY OF NATIONALISM 

The National Front is a party of British Nationalism, being 
pledged to work for the restoration of full national sovereignty for 
Britain in all affairs. It is a party of British Nationalism as it stands 
strongly for the preservation of Britain’s national identity with 
respect to the composition of her people, her culture and her 
traditional way of life. 

A PARTY OF DEMOCRACY 

The National Front is a party of genuine democracy which 
belongs to its members. 

Its governing body is its National Directorate, all officers of 
which are liable regularly to seek re-election by the full membership 
of the movement. The National Directorate is presided over by a 
Chairman, who is the chief official of the movement. The Chairman 
is elected by the members of the National Directorate every year, 
and can make no major decisions that do not carry the support of 
these members in the majority. 

The NF seeks to promote in Britain a genuinely democratic 
political system — as distinct from the bogus democracy of the 
present whereby the wishes of the people are ignored in the making 
of major decisions and whereby power lies, not with the people 
themselves, but with the big moneyed interests who are able to 
control the political parties for their own ends. 

THE COMMON MARKET 

The National Front works for the withdrawal of Britain from 
the European Common Market. 

THE BRITISH COMMONWEALTH 

The National Front believes that Britain’s destiny lies with the 
British Commonwealth, and resolves that every effort should be 
made to repair the damage done by recent governments to 
Commonwealth unity. 

It believes, however, that the present multi-racial conception 
of Commonwealth is unrealistic, and that the Commonwealth should 
be reformed into a partnership of White countries with its main 
nucleus being the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and New 
Zealand. 

THE ECONOMY 

The National Front is neither capitalist nor socialist in the 
sense in which those terms are usually understood. 

Broadly speaking, the NF supports private enterprise as the 
most dynamic and efficient form of industrial operation; but it 
advocates clearly defined limits to the function of private industry 
and commerce, determined by the national and public good. 

Of all sections of the economy, that in which the NF supports 
the firmest public control is finance and banking. It regards the 
uncontrolled flow of money and credit into the economy, exercised 
by private financial interests, as the greatest single cause of inflation. 
It proposes state control of all credit, which will prohibit banks 
from issuing loans in excess of money on deposit, and grant to the 
Bank of England — under firm government supervision sole right 























“Get him out and punch his teeth 
in as you do it!” 

CONWAY HALL 

MEMBERS of the National Front 
attended a meeting of the National 
Referendum Campaign held in Con¬ 
way Hall, London, in order to pro¬ 
test against the refusal of this 
umbrella anti-Common Market 
organisation to allow the National 
Front to affiliate to it. The N.R.C. 
is an Establishment controlled body 
dominated by the Labour Party, 
and opposed just to the present 
terms of membership rather than to 
membership itself. 

When a National Front spokes¬ 
man, Mr. Tom Benford, tried to 
raise a point of order, however, he 
was drowned out by the public 
address system. This eventually pro¬ 
voked the other N.F. members to 
start shouting “Let him speak.” 


READ: 

THE 

COMMON MARKET: 
WHY BRITAIN MUST 
GET OUT 

by Andrew Coniam 

Available at 25p (inc. post.) from 
NATIONALIST BOOKS 
50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey 


the platform speakers, took a flying 
kick at their faces but over-balanced 
and fell flat on his back! 


ANIMALS SACRIFICED TO EEC 

Britain has resumed the export 
of live animals for slaughter abroad, 
but this time without any safe¬ 
guards. Up until 1974, animals 
could be exported, but only pro¬ 
vided they were not transported 
vast distances from their destination 
port. But the industry abused the 
the regulations so much that live 
exports were banned altogether last 
year, while the government worked 
out some new provisions. Now that 
the government has had time to 
‘consult’ with Brussels, the new 
laws predictably make all sorts of 
exceptions for export to EEC 
countries. 

The new laws have done away 
with the previous restriction that 
animals could only be transported 
100km from their port of dis¬ 
embarkation. They have done away 
with the stipulation that animals 


pious Bjorn Borg and Boh Hewitt, 
he faced Tom Okker in the final 
and beat him 64, 6-2. 


must be properly fed and watered 
en route. Instead they have brought 
in a host of new regulations that 
are replete with omissions. Although 
cattle and pigs have to be inspected 
by a vet on crossing a frontier, sheep 
do not. And although animals 
cannot be immediately re-exported 
to another EEC country, they can 
be re-exported to backward 
countries around the Mediter¬ 
ranean. In fact, the slaughter of 
animals even in the EEC countries 
leaves much to be desired. In 
France, sheep are bled to death; 
while Ireland and Italy practise 
nape-stabbing of pigs, which para¬ 
lyses instead of insensitising. 

TOP TEN NF UNITS FOR 
BRITAIN FIRST SALES 

1st = : Newham Branch 

Waltham Forest Branch 
3rd : Bristol Branch 
4th = : Birmingham Branch 

Harrow Branch 
Leicester Branch 
Lewisham and Southwark 
Branch 

Wood Green Branch 
9th = : Islington Branch 

Liverpool Branch 
Tottenham Group 


HAVE A BREAK!!! 

Tottenham NF present a 
Grand Dance/Social 
at the White Hart Inn, Devon¬ 
shire Hill Lane, N.17 on Friday, 
May 30th ... 8 pm till midnight. 
Music for all tastes from the 
'Goram Five', Raffles, Spot 
Prizes etc. etc.. . . and, of course, 
a Bar. Tickets price £1 available 


SUBSCRIBE 


In order to make sure of receiving Britain 
First each month why not take out a 
subscription? Please make out cheques 
and Postal Orders to Britain First and send 
to 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


I enclose £2 for 12 issues of Britain First and claim my FREE copy of 
CENSORED HISTORY. 

Name. 

Address . 


O VERSE AS SUBSCRIBERS WELCOMED 



ON THE 

EC0-FR0NT 


of major decisions and whereby power lies, not with the people 
themselves, but with the big moneyed interests who are able to 
control the political parties for their own ends. 

THE COMMON MARKET 

The National Front works for the withdrawal of Britain from 
the European Common Market. 

THE BRITISH COMMONWEALTH 

The National Front believes that Britain’s destiny lies with the 
British Commonwealth, and resolves that every effort should be 
made to repair the damage done by recent governments to 
Commonwealth unity. 

It believes, however, that the present multi-racial conception 
of Commonwealth is unrealistic, and that the Commonwealth should 
be reformed into a partnership of White countries with its main 
nucleus being the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and New 
Zealand. 


THE ECONOMY 

The National Front is neither capitalist nor socialist in the 
sense in which those terms are usually understood. 

Broadly speaking, the NF supports private enterprise as the 
most dynamic and efficient form of industrial operation; but it 
advocates clearly defined limits to the function of private industry 
and commerce, determined by the national and public good. 

Of all sections of the economy, that in which the NF supports 
the firmest public control is finance and banking. It regards the 
uncontrolled flow of money and credit into the economy, exercised 
by private financial interests, as the greatest single cause of inflation. 
It proposes state control of all credit, which will prohibit banks 
from issuing loans in excess of money on deposit, and grant to the 
Bank of England — under firm government supervision — sole right 
to create new credit for the economy, which will take into account 
yearly increases in actual national wealth measured in goods and 
services. 


INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS 

The NF supports the practice of profit-sharing in industry as the 
best incentive to all workers. It further supports workers’ partnership 
schemes and advocates consultation between workers and manage¬ 
ment on profits as well as wages. 

IMMIGRATION 

The National Front upholds the wish of the majority of the 
British people for Britain to remain a White country and for this 
reason opposes all coloured immigration into Britain. 

It further advocates the repatriation, by the most humane 
means possible, of those coloured immigrants already here, together 
with their descendants and dependants. 

SOCIAL WELFARE 

The National Front acknowledges it as an absolute public 
obligation to provide adequately for the very young, the sick and the 
disabled in terms of accommodation, food, clothing, warmth, health 
and hygiene services. 

NORTHERN IRELAND 

The National Front firmly supports loyalists in Northern 
Ireland in their determination to remain part of the United Kingdom 
and deplores the weakness of Conservative and Labour governments 
in defending those loyalists and in dealing with republican terrorism. 


BRITAIN AND THE WORLD 


The NF, as a British nationalist movement, respects the 
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50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey 


100km from their port of dis¬ 
embarkation. They have done away 
with the stipulation that animals 


SUBSCRIBE 


In order to make sure of receiving Britain 
First each month why not take out a 
subscription? Please make out cheques 
and Postal Orders to Britain First and send 
to 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


I enclose £2 for 12 issues of Britain First and claim my FREE copy of 
CENSORED HISTORY. 

Name. 

Address . 

O VERSE AS SUBSCRIBERS WELCOMED 



Britain First retails at 5p from your local seller. For 
subscription rates see back page. Would bulk purchasers please order 
only in the quantities listed below. Standing orders welcomed. 


10 copies 

.50 

plus 15p postage 

(5p each) 

25 copies 

£1.00 

plus 37p postage 

(4p each) 

50 copies 

£1.50 

plus 46p postage 

(3p each) 

100 copies 

£3.00 

plus 62p postage 

(3p each) 

150 copies 

£4.50 

plus 78p postage 

(3p each) 

200 copies 

£5.00 

plus 91 p postage 

(2%p each) 

300 copies 

£7.50 

plus £1.53 postage 

(2y 2 p each) 

400 copies 

£8.00 

plus £1.82 postage 

(2p each) 

500 copies 

£10.00 

plus £2.44 postage 

(2p each) 

1000 copies 

£20.00 

plus £3.15 postage 

(2p each) 


Please make out cheques and postal orders to Britain First , 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


Please send me. copies of Britain First for which I enclose 

.plus.for postage. 

Name . 

Address . 



1st : Newham Branch 

Waltham Forest Branch 
3rd : Bristol Branch 
4th = : Birmingham Branch 

Harrow Branch 
Leicester Branch 
Lewisham and Southwark 
Branch 

Wood Green Branch 
9th = : Islington Branch 

Liverpool Branch 
Tottenham Group 


HAVE A BREAK!!! 

Tottenham NF present a 
Grand Dance/Social 
at the White Hart Inn, Devon¬ 
shire Hill Lane, N.17 on Friday, 
May 30th ... 8 pm till midnight. 
Music for all tastes from the 
'Goram Five', Raffles, Spot 
Prizes etc. etc.. . . and, of course, 
a Bar. Tickets price £1 available 
from Brian Goldfield 800 2610. 


NF DIARY 

For 1976 you can have ap attrac¬ 
tive, useful and informative, 
specially printed, pocket size NF 
diary. 

Single Diaries 60p + lOp p&p 
20 or more 50p each — postfree 
Cash with order, cheques/P. O.s 
should be endorsed 'Croydon 
Group No. 2 A/c'. 

To meet printing deadline orders 
must be received by 14th June, 
1975. 

Order from your local Branch 
Organiser or direct from 'Diary 
Offer', c/o 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


READ 

Spearhead 

A 20 page monthly published in 
support of the National Front. 
Please enclose 20p in stamps for 
a sample copy from: 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 
2QF. 


best incentive to all workers. II further supports workers’ partnership 
schemes and advocates consultation between workers and manage¬ 
ment on profits as well as wages. 

IMMIGRATION 

The National Front upholds the wish of the majority of the 
British people for Britain to remain a White country and for this 
reason opposes all coloured immigration into Britain. 

It further advocates the repatriation, by the most humane 
means possible, of those coloured immigrants already here, together 
with their descendants and dependants. 

SOCIAL WELFARE 

The National Front acknowledges it as an absolute public 
obligation to provide adequately for the very young, the sick and the 
disabled in terms of accommodation, food, clothing, warmth, health 
and hygiene services. 

NORTHERN IRELAND 

The National Front firmly supports loyalists in Northern 
Ireland in their determination to remain part of the United Kingdom 
and deplores the weakness of Conservative and Labour governments 
in defending those loyalists and in dealing with republican terrorism. 

BRITAIN AND THE WORLD 

The NF, as a British nationalist movement, respects the 
legitimate nationalism of other peoples, and sees mutual respect 
between nationally orientated states as ’offering a better opportunity 
for world peace than the internationalist ambition of world government 
The NF regards International Communism as the number one 
enemy of civilisation, and it repudiates the idea of‘detente’ with the 
Communist world while the latter seeks only the destruction of the 
West. 

At the same time the NF recognises that International Monopoly 
Capitalism is as great a menace to the freedom of the nations as 
International Communism, and that in fact the two represent 
different means to the same end: a world tyranny. 

gig National Front 
££■£<9 puts Britain FIRST 

To: National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. 

I wish to become *a Full Member of the National Front at £2 per year 
*an Associate Member of the National Front at £1 per 
year. 

*Delete as necessary 

and enclose my cheque/P.O. for £ p. 

or: — 

I enclose lOp for further information about the National Front. 

Name. 

Address.. 


Printed, published and distributed by Britain First Press, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF 

























































Supplement to BRITAIN FIRST No 29 



Their propaganda 
at your expense 


LIKE IT OR NOT, you’re paying 
for the printing and delivery of 
three booklets on the Common 
Market. One is openly for and one 
is openly against. The third is 
written by Wilson’s Government: 
it is cunningly intended to look 


‘middle of the road’ between two 
extremes, but it is also totally 

in favour. 

The Labour Government is pre¬ 
tending to be ‘fair’. In fact, it is 
hopelessly biased in favour of the 
Common Market, offering a bogus 


“New Deal” which means nothing 
but the destruction of British 
Freedom. 

In order to restore the balance 
we are giving the real answers to 
the Government’s propaganda. 


Their propaganda 
demolished 


OTHEY CLAIM that they got a 
New Deal. They claim that they 
got big and significant improvements 
on the previous terms. 

• WE SAY that even if this were 
true it would still be irrelevant. 
The very fundamentals of the 
Common Market are wrong because 
they are destroying our National 
Freedom. 

OTHEY CLAIM that under the 
Common Market our law is not 
affected. 

• WE SAY that this is a lie. Euro¬ 
pean courts can and do overrule 
the courts of member countries. 


O THEY CLAIM that in the 
Common Market we can get food 
at fair prices. 

• WE SAY that this is another 
lie. The Common Market buys up 
masses of food, forcing up prices, 
only to let the food ROT or to 
virtually GIVE IT AWAY to the 
Soviet Union. 

O THEY CLAIM that the Common 
Market is one of the biggest con¬ 
centrations of industrial and trading 
power in the world, and that it has 
vast resources of skill, experience 
and inventiveness. 


• WE KNOW that despite these 
claims the Common Market is far 
from being self-sufficient. We also 
know that if our North Sea gas 
and oil resources are shared around 
Europe, then we will be LESS 
secure from the impact of world 
forces. 

O THEY CLAIM that the aims of 
the Common Market are to raise 
living standards, improve working 
conditions and maintain freedom. 

• WE SAY that the Common 
Market is suffering from rising un¬ 
employment, that its economic 
growth rate has been steadily 










declining, and that its whole bureau¬ 
cratic structure is based on a denial 
of freedom. 

O THEY CLAIM that outside the 
Common Market we are on our 
own. 

• WE SAY that outside the 
Common Market we would be 
FREE to get together with our 
kith and kin in the White British 
Commonwealth. 


O THEY CLAIM that the Common¬ 
wealth doesn’t want us and quote 
the Prime Minister of New Zealand, 
Wallace Rowling, as saying so. 

• WE KNOW, however, that 
Rowling also said that if Britain did 
leave then that would be another 
matter! We also know that Australia 
is having to slaughter thousands of 
cattle that they would dearly love 
to sell to Britain but are currently 


prevented from doing so by British 
membership of the Common Market. 

O THEY WANT you to endorse 
their policy of selling out British 
Freedom. 

• WE SAY don’t be fooled. Strike 
a blow for preserving British Free¬ 
dom and Identity. 


Vote HO 

SIS to the 
Common Market 


r 




This 

broadsheet 


National Front 
puts Britain FIRST 


THIS BROADSHEET is produced 
as a supplement to Britain First 
No. 29. Britain First is a monthly 
newspaper produced in support of 
the National Front. 

Sample copies of Britain First 
and further information about the 
National Front are both available 
from 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
Surrey. Tel. 01-684 3730. 

Further supplies of this broad¬ 
sheet are available at £2.50 per 500 
+ 54p p&p, and at £5 per 1,000 
+ 78p p&p. 


To: National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF 
I wish to become *a Full Member of the National Front at £2 per year. 

*an Associate Member of the National Front at £1 per year. 

*Delete as necessary 

and enclose my cheque/P.O. for £ p 

or:— 

I enclose 20p for further information about the National Front. 

Name. 

Address. 


Signed 


Printed and published by Britain First Press, c/o 50 Pawsons Rd., Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF 






















